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Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk mengetahui strategi Zakir Naik dalam berargumen 
dan strategi kesopanan yang ia gunakan dalam pertunjukan debatnya. Ini 
merupakan penelitian deskriptif-kualitatif dengan menggunakan berbagai tahap 
penelitian, yaitu menonton video ceramah Zakir, menulis skrip, mengidentifikasi 
data yang terdapat argument Zakir Naik, menandai argumen Zakir, mengurangi 
data yang tidak termasuk dalam objek penelitian, mengelompokkan data, memberi 
kode data, dan terahir menganalisis. Objek penelitian ini adalah argumen Zakir 
Naik. Sumber data berasal dari video ceramah dan debat Zakir Naik di YouTube. 
Penelitian ini menggunakan teori Freeley and Steinberg (2000) dan Pecorino 
(2001) untuk meneliti strategi Zakir dalam berargumen. Selanjutnya, penelitian ini 
juga menggunakan teori strategi kesopanan dari Brown dan Levinson (1987) 
untuk menganalisis strategi kesopanannya. Ahirnya, penelitian ini dapat 
mengungkap strategi Zakir Naik dalam berargumen dan strategi kesopanan yang 
ia gunakan. (1) Zakir menggunakan strategi berargumen: Impromptu (seluruh 
ceramahnya), Reasoning by Example (16.05% or 13/81), Reasoning by Analogy 
(14.81% or 12/81), Causal Reasoning (8.64% or 7/81), Reasoning by Sign (2.47% 
or 2/81), Rebuttal (13.58% or 11/81), Refutation (14.81% or 12/81), dan Argument 
from Revelation (29.63% or 24/81). (2) Dalam strategi kesopanan, Zakir 
menggunakan Bald on Record (1.88% or 1/53), Positive Politeness (64.15% or 
34/53), Negative Politeness (7.55% or 4/53), and Off-Record (26.42% or 14/53). 
Jadi, Zakir sering menggunakan strategi Argument from Revelation dan Positive 
Politeness dengan menggunakan in-group identity markers. 






This study aims to identify the argumentation strategies applied by Zakir Naik in 
his debate shows and to describe its politeness strategies included in Zakir Naik’s 
argument in his debate show. This is a descriptive-qualitative research using the 
series stages, they are watching Zakir Naik’s debate shows, transcribing the video 
of Zakir Naik’s debate shows, identifying and observing the data contained 
argumentation and its strategies, signing the argumentations and the strategies, 
reducing the uncategorized data, gathering the data, coding, and analyzing. The 
object of this research is argumentations applied by Zakir Naik. The data source is 
Zakir Naik’s debate shows from YouTube. This study utilizes theory from Freeley 
and Steinberg (2000) and Pecorino (2001) to identify the argumentation strategies 
applied by Zakir Naik in his debate shows. Besides that, this study also applies 
Brown and Levinson’s politeness theory (1987) to describe its politeness 
strategies. Finally, this study can reveal the argumentation strategies and its 
politeness strategy. (1) For displaying the argumentation strategies, this study 
found Zakir applied some strategies in his arguments, namely Impromptu (whole 
debate shows), Reasoning by Example (16.05% or 13/81), Reasoning by Analogy 
(14.81% or 12/81), Causal Reasoning (8.64% or 7/81), Reasoning by Sign (2.47% 
or 2/81), Rebuttal (13.58% or 11/81), Refutation (14.81% or 12/81), and Argument 
from Revelation (29.63% or 24/81). (2) For emerging politeness strategies of 
argumentation, this study found Zakir applied Bald on Record (1.88% or 1/53), 
Positive Politeness (64.15% or 34/53), Negative Politeness (7.55% or 4/53), and 
Off-Record (26.42% or 14/53). In short, Zakir mostly makes Argument from 
Revelation as the strategy of argumentation and Positive Politeness using in-group 
identity markers. 
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